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Under the SORNA guidelines, state policies are evaluated based on their consistency with federal
requirements across 14 standard areas. Based on an analysis of 692 standard determinations made by the
DOJ pursuant to its reviews of state policies?, the study findings indicate that:

¢ Inthe aggregate, more than three quarters of standard determinations meet SORNA thresholds.
Approximately 77 percent (530 of the 692 standard determinations) were found to meet SORNA
“substantial implementation” thresholds.? By all indications, this figure has likely increased as states
have continued making adjustments in the years following the written reviews that formed the
basis for the analysis.

o Thresholds for most SORNA standards are met a majority of states. For 13 of the 14 SORNA
standard areas, at least half the states were determined to have met implementation thresholds.
For nine of the standard areas, 75 percent of states were found to have met these thresholds.

e Most states meet thresholds for a majority of standards. 92 percent of states were found to have
met implementation thresholds for at least half of the 14 SORNA standard areas, and more than
two-thirds of states were found to meet thresholds for ten or more standards.

In tandem, the national analysis and case study findings indicate that, regardless of binary “substantial
implementation” designations, states have made substantive improvements to their SORN policies that
have brought the nation’s disparate SORN systems into closer alignment. Collectively, these efforts have
served to:

e Produce greater consistency in the data elements contained within state SORN systems;

e Capture a broader range of registrant information that encompasses more activities and locations;

e Enhance standardized registration requirements, including those related to timeframes for
updating information, verification frequency, duration of registration, and penalties for non-
compliance; and

e Promote greater uniformity and consistency in public registry website information.

STATE INFORMATION-SHARING CAPACITY, SYSTEMS, AND PRACTICES HAVE EVOLVED CONSIDERABLY SINCE
SORNA’S PASSAGE, INDEPENDENT OF STATE ADHERENCE TO SORNA STANDARDS

Case study findings highlight a range of improvements to state-operated SORN systems since SORNA’s
passage in 2006. Regardless of SORNA implementation status, states have made significant investments in
technological capacity and adjustments to operational practice to enhance the quality, accessibility,
exchange, and utility of registry data. While many state representatives described challenges associated
with the introduction of new systems and the continuous expansion in the volume of registry data and
activity, stakeholders with historical perspectives generally viewed their SORN systems as more robust,
reliable, and effective than they were prior to SORNA’s passage.

Technological improvements. The technological capacity of state registry systems has evolved considerably
since SORNA's passage in 2006. All ten case study states have transitioned to newer and more robust
registry platforms and/or invested in extensive redesigns of their central registry management systems, and
all have made substantive improvements to their interfaces with the National Sex Offender Public Website
(NSOPW) and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)-operated National Sex Offender Registry (NSOR).

248 states were evaluated by DOJ on all 14 standards, and two states were evaluated on fewer than 14 standards due to missing information.
Details are provided in the study methodology.

3 Allowing for variation in state policy, DOJ criteria for substantial implementation permit certain deviations from the letter of the standards,
provided that these deviations do not substantially disserve the purposes of SORNA. Of the 692 noted determinations, 245 were found to directly
meet the applicable standard, 285 were found to have provisions that do not substantially disserve the purposes of the standard, and 162 were
designated as not meeting the standard.
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